Grosse Pointe Public School System

Office of the Superintendent

| appreciate the opportunity to speak to your committee today regarding the proposed Senate Bill 624
which would erode the local control given to Boards of Education across the state by mandating
participation in cross district enroliment.

The Board of Education and the staff of the Grosse Pointe Public School System, the 31 largest of the
state’s school districts, are all committed to providing the best educational experience we can for each
and every child each and every day in the classrooms across our district. We strive to provide a “no
walls and no ceilings” approach to learning so that each child in our schools receives the support and
challenge they need each day and will be successful as graduates of the district. Each year we look
carefully at the growth of each student and provide a variety of reports to parents including a
cumulative achievement report for students in our elementary and middle schools to determine what
else we might need to do to achieve that goal.

We applaud the efforts of our legislators to ensure that each student who enters any school in the state
is in a learning environment in which they will find success. In the minds of some, Senate Bill 624
mandating cross district enroliment is a strategy to ensure that success. Yet, the data presented in the
packet shared with you, taken from publicly available reports on state wehsites, demonstrates that
there are many school districts who have already voluntarily taken on the responsibility of educating
students regardless of their residency. In fact student enrollment in PSA’s or local school of choice
programs has trended up substantially in the last several years leaving us to wonder why you would

" choose to mandate cross district enrollment when participation is already showing that well over 90%

"of the school districts in the state are already participating in some form. Analysis of this data calls into
question the claim that students are “trapped” as participation has increased 70% over the last six years.

The report shared with you also demonstrates that more choice does not necessarily corretate with
improved fiscal management in school districts as five of the top 20 districts in the red are losing large
" numbers of students through schools of choice initiatives, leaving the students who remain in the
district in schoals where there is much uncertainty and financial turmoil. How will those students find

success?

This is only one example of possible unintended consequences of this legislation. After you review this
. report, | ask that you consider this question: “What problem are you trying to solve with this mandated
solution if well over 90% of school districts already make available some form of cross-district

-enrollment?”

| know we all agree that every child deserves the very best free and appropriate public education we can
afford to provide. This is a tenet of our state history and is deeply rooted in the idea that only by




providing such a school experience will we prepare students to be successful in their future education,
their subsequent careers and become contributing members of their community and their state.

Another closely held belief held throughout the history of our state and nation is that local control is to
be preserved in order to meet the unique needs of communities and constituents. That was true when
seven fractional school districts consolidated ninety years ago to form the Grosse Pointe Public School
System and its residents set aside property and local farm land on which the district’s fifteen schools still
sit.

The goals of that first school board and the community they represented are remarkably similar today
despite the passage of nearly a century: to prepare well educated young men and women who will step
forth as graduates to lead successful lives of accomplishment, leadership and service to their community
by ensuring that their school environment expects, supports and prepares them for success. We are
committed to partner with parents and community to fully develop the individual abilities, skills and
character of our students so they can succeed in life and become knowledgeable, responsible and caring
citizens with a passion for continuous learning.

Al five of the Grosse Pointe City municipalities work ciosely with the school district and each courncil has
now passed a resolution which speaks to the importance and impact of maintaining local control of
important matters such as the education of the commﬁnity’s children. 1 have included samples of these
resolutions in the packet of materials so that you may also understand the depth of the community’s
resolve on this important matter.

Our local parent group, Michigan Communities for Local Control, MCLC, whose co-founder Kate Barr
spoke to you last week, is reaching across geographic boundaries to empower residents by preserving
their vaice in our children’s local schools. Our community governed local schools, with school board
members elected to work in partnership with school district staff, are committed to ensure a successful -
future for the next generation of graduates. They take their responsibility seriously and use every
opportunity to improve the school experience for our students. We ask that you preserve the
opportunity for exercising local control over one of the most important responsibilities of any
-community, the education of its children. ' '

We welcome you to visit any of the schools in our district, speak with students and parents and have a
dialogue with members of our school board and community leaders about this issue and the seriousness
with which we take our goal of “Leading and Learning for Today and Tomorrow.”

C. Suzanne Klein

September 28, 2011




An Analysis for Policy Consideration Regarding Legislation for Mandatory School Choice
Participation for State of Michigan Local Education Authorities

REVIEW OF THE [ISSUE

State of Michigan Governor Rick Snyder is proceeding with plans to further promote K-12 student choice

in public schools. Choice may be loosely defined as the students ability to attend the public school of

their liking, be it at one of Michigan’s roughly 550 traditional public school districts {technically Local

Education Authorities or LEA’s} or one of the 260+ public charter schools {technically Public School

Academies or PSA’s). Gov. Snyder stated explicitly:

' Today, | am proposing a new Any Time, Any Place, Any Way, Any Pace public school learning
model. Michigan's state foundation allowance should not be exclusively tied to the school district
a child attends. Instead, funding needs to follow the student...

A model of proficiency-based funding rather than seat time requirements will foster more free
market ideas for public schools in Michigan. This includes mandatory schools of choice for every
public school district. Providing open access fo a quality education without boundaries is
essential. Resident students in every district should have first choice to enroll, but no longer
should school districts be allowed to opt out from accepting out-of-district students. In the event
more out-of-district students wish to enroll than space allows, the school should conduct a
random lottery to determine acceptance. I will propose legisiation to accomplish this change.

The premise of the proposed change is that Michigan public schoals “are not giving our taxpayers, our
teachers, or our students the return on investment we deserve,” citing standardized test performance
{ACT, MME, MEAP and NAEP) as the basis for this conclusion.

Others espousing support for the “borderiess school” or “mandated choice” (depending your
preference) have cited No Child Left Behind results, showing 715 of the state’s 3,437 schools not making
Adequate Yearly Progress that are also based on standardized test results.

"The argument for Gov. Snyder’s proposal, therefore, posits that increasing student choice, along with a
-variety of other reforms will yield better performance on standardized tests and therefore a better
return on taxpayer dollars invested.

‘The data presented herein does not argue against Schools of Choice, but rather uses data to
demonstrate families, LEAs, and PSAs are already embracing choice. In fact student enroliment in PSAs
and/or LEA based choice programs has trended up substantiaily in the last several years, leaving many
puzzled as to why the governor seeks legislation to mandate choice when organic market participation is
yielding such results. Data analysis questions the claim that Michigan students are “trapbed."

~ The premise of the argument also merits attention. The Great Recession endured by Michigan families
- has yielded a significantly increased economically distressed student population, which correlates to
standardized test performance. Also, the unique needs of sp'e'cial education students are served
disproportionally by LEAs over PSAs, a data point deserving policy consideration. Test performance by
students with special needs is the most common cause for AYP failure among Michigan schools.

“Lastly, the intended consequence providing individual student choice is logically adversely affecting

-already challenged school districts, particularly larger urban districts. The $440M in combined deficit is
a problem only getting worse.
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‘An Analysis for Policy Consideration Regarding Legislation for Mandatory School Choice
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PRIMARY CONCERNS AND CONSIDERATION REGARDING MANDATORY SCHOOL OF CHOICE LEGISLATION
The data compiled herein supports the following positions:

1. REGARDING CHOICE: Student choice for K12 education in Michigan is at an all time and high

" continues to grow. Student choice based on both PSA and LEA enrollment has increased 70%

_ since 2002.

2. REGARDING LOCAL CONTROL: Without a mandate, 98% of LEAs participate in School of Choice
programs to varying degrees. The 82% frequently quoted comprehends only state Section 105
and 105c and disregards 1SD based Choice programs, whose popularity is increasing rapidly,
particularly as budgets have tightened.

3. REGARDING CAPACITY: Michigan’s K-12 enrollment is down 7.3% from 2004 to 2010 and districts
have reduced teaching staff in even greater proportion. Student to teacher ratio has increased
statewide with steeper climbs among larger districts. DPS's has increased from 25.4 to 30.0.
The data proves districts reduce capacity as enroliment drops. Teaching staff levels in relation
to students is the primary determinant of capacity.

4. REGARDING CLAss S1ze: Data clearly shows that districts who accept higher numbers of School
Choice students have higher student to teacher ratios. This yields a favorable economic benefit
to the state and district, but this is decidedly negative pattern to Michigan families who prefer
smaller ciass sizes and/or more course options in the face of increased graduation requirements.

5. REGARDING DETROIT PUBLIC SCHOOLS: In 2011 39% of all DPS eligible students opted into another
LEA or PSA across an astounding 182 districts. DPS students clearly have, and take advantage of,
ample choice. Meanwhile, DPS has lost the market opportunity equivalent of $370M+ per year
and has fallen deeper into debt. The data doesn’t support the claim that students are trapped.

6. REGARDING PERFORMANCE ON STANDARDIZED TEST: While not an excuse for substandard
perfarmance, analysis establishes that students of lower socio-economic status do not perform
as well on standardized test. In the last seven years, Michigan's Free and Reduced Lunch
Enrollment population has increased nearly 20% despite sharp declines in enroliment.

7. REGARDING SPECIAL NEEDS STUDENTS: LEAs enroll proportionally 25% more students with special
education needs in comparison to PSA enrollment. The “Students with Disabilities” subgroup
performance on standardized tests is the single largest contributor to schools not making
Adequate Yearly Progress. Adverse selection, in the face of higher stakes, is of great concern to
the families of 13% of the state’s K-12 parent population facing this challenge.

8. REGARDING ECONOMIC IMPACT OF CHOICE ON URBAN DISTRICTS: Certainly poor academic
performance in urban districts, along with other factors, is promoting LEA and PSA choice in
large volumes. The economic aftermath of this exodus of students further inhibits the ability to
compete to regain these thousands of lost students.. The state must confront this tug-of-war
between the needs of the individual students who leave compared with the impact on the
greater number of students who remain in a district further financially strained.

All data presented in this document is sourced from the Michigan Department of Education, primarily
Bulletin 1014, Non-Resident Student Research Tool, Special Education Counts Report, State of
Michigan AYP report, and other related reports published on www:. michigan.qov
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Tabie 1: Change in number of Michigan school districts from 2004 to 2010, Larger districts have dropped in classification and
newer PSA’s are driving increased volumes at lower level dassifications - actually increasing the number of educational

authoritias.

Enrollment Range State Classification # of MI Districts - 2004 # of Ml Districts - 2010 Changeﬂ

50,000+ A 1 1 0
20k to 49.9k B 3 1 (2)
10k to 19.9k c 2 21 (1)
5k to 9.9k D 51 49 (2)
" 4.5k to 4.9k E 10 11 1
4k to 4.49k F 15 6 (9)
3.5k to 3.9k G 17 20 3
3k to 3.49k H 36 33 (3)
2.5k to 2.9k 1 35 38 3
2k to 2.49k J 55 37 (18)
1.5k to 1.99k K - 58 75 17
1k to 1,49k L " 99 97 (2)
0.5k to .99k M 128 156 28
Below 500 N 214 238 24
' TOTAL 744 783 39

Table 2: As student enrcllment declined, teacher reductions followed at a higher rate as evidenced by higher pupil to teacher
ratios in all but two classifications. This data debunks the charge that declining enrolimeant creatas excess capacity. School
boards staff in accardance to enrollment. As enrollment has daclined in the Jast several years, thousands of teachers have
either been laid off or not replaced after retiring.

State Student Enrollment. K-12 Teacher FTE's Student to Teacher Ratio
Class. 2004 2010 | Change | 2004 | 2010 | Change | 2004 | 2010 | Change
A 152,199 84,742 (67,457) | 5,993 | 2,826 | {3,167) | 254 30.0 4.6
B 73,805 29,727 {44,078) 3,004 | 1,155 | {1,849) | 246 | 25.7 12
C 298,211 294,737 (3,474) | 13,586 | 12,525 | (1,061) | 22.0 | 235 1.6
D - 337,468 323,833 -(13,634) 15,367 | 14,134 | (1,233) | 22.0 | 22.9 1.0
E 48,317 51,566 3,245 ( 1,99 | 2,103 106 | 24.2 | 245 0.3
F 63,112 25,385 {37,726) | 2,673 971 | {1,702) | 23.6 | 26.2 2.5
G 62,999 75,660 12,660 | 2,738 | 3,314 576 | 23.0 | 22.8 (0.2)

H 117,291 107,702 (9,588) | 5,250 | 4,553 (697) 223 | 23.7 1.3

i 95,047 105,898 10,251 4,368 | 4,631 263 | 219 | 22.9 1.0

] 121,506 84,466 {37,041) | 5,670 | 3,689 | {1,980) | 214 | 229 1.5

K 99,443 129,761 30,319 4,272 | 5,793 1,521 23.3 | 224 (0.9)

L 123,124 119,904 (3,220) | 5,878 | 5,496 (282) | 209 | 218 0.9

M 90,971 114,318 23,347 | 4,612 | 5,598 986 | 19.7 | 20.4 0.7

., N 49,927 58,272 8,345 | 2,743 | 3,207 465 | 18.2 | 18.2 0.0
TOTAL 1,734,019 | 1,605,971 | (128,048) | 78,148 | 69,994 | (8,155) | 22.2 | 22.9 0.8
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Table 3; As enroliment declined state expenditure per pupil, even on a nominal basis, dropped nearly three quartersof a
billion in six years. Smaller districts’ per pupil revenue from the state is now surpassing that of larger districts. Meanwhile
student selection patterns reflact movement from larger to smaller districts, often moving from LEAs to PSAs.

State Class. 2004 ‘Change . 2010 Change
A $1,119,522,325 $609,711,443 | ($509,810,832) 57,356 57,195 ($161)
B 5481,095,071 $190,252,340 | {$290,842,731) $6,518 $6,400 (5118)
C $1,774,834,902 | 51,805,792,090 $30,957,188 | 55,952 $6,127 5175
D $2,007,608,795 | $1,948,217,860 | (559,390,935) | 55,949 56,016 567
E 5305,558,284 $334,010,168 528,451,884 56,324 56,477 5153
F $379,922,039 $149,868,581 | {$230,053,458) $6,020 55,904 {5116)
G $378,617,453 $459,012,510 580,395,057 $6,010 56,067 557
H 5709,822,577 $681,263,043 | (528,55%9,534) 56,052 56,325 $274
| 5568,939,504 5645,685,347 $76,746,343 55,948 56,097 5149
] §727,436,715 5487,233,511 | ($240,203,204) $5,987 55,768 (5218}
K $599,421,569 $800,219,009 $200,797,440 56,028 56,167 5139
L $743,325,383 $738,093,460 ($5,231,923) 56,037 $6,156 5119
M $565,781,655 $702,833,750 $137,052,095 56,219 $6,148 {s71
N $319,239,257 $390,189,284 §70,950,027 56,394 $6,696 5302
TOTAL $10,681,125,528 | $9,942,382,896 ($738,742,632) $6,160 $6,191 631

" " Table 4: Schoot of Choice opiions and enroliment have increased in every metric, substantially so, Frequent reference to 82%
LEA participation in School of Choice fails to recognize ISD level school choice programs, participation in which exceeds state
105¢ participation, logically based en geography alone. Student choice participation has increased 70% in this period of time,
without legislation. The allure of per pupil revenue gains has prempted a high degree of participation among LEAs.

Percentage Charige
# of #of # of # of -
| Districts Students Districts Students Districts Students
370 29,529 542 44,430 46.5% 60.6%
362 32,850 412 72,989 13.8% 122.2%
250 6,553 332 17,371 32.8% 165.1%
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Table 5: Both LEAs and PSAs present choice optians for students and enroliment in both categories has increased
significantly for nearly 10 years despite lower anrollment statewide, Trends show no sign of abatement.

Charter and LEA School of Choice Enrollment
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Table 6: Among just LEAs, the three primary choice categories have sil grown. The "All Qther Non-Rasident” is 15D level
school choice prograins as opposed to Section 105 and 105¢c. 98% of ali LEAs participate in school choice to some degree.
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An Analysis for Policy Consideration Regarding Legislation for Mandatory School Choice
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Table 7: The 92 districts below that donot participate in the state 105 and 105¢ school chaice provision all participate in
Local ISD schoa! choice programs, leaving just 10 state districts who do not participate in student choice of any kind.
Grand Rapids Public Schools 1,112 Dundee Community Schools 141
Bendle Public Schools - 988 Mancelona Public Schools 131
Forest Hills Public Schools 956 St. Johns Public Schools 124
Northview Public School District 917 Whiteford Agricultural Schools 123
Wyaming Public Schools ...874  Lakewood Public Schools 120
Zeeland Public Schools 685 Belding Area School District 114
Kelloggsville Public Schools 613 lefferson Schools (Monroe) : 111
Godwin Heights Pubiic Schools _ . 608 Vestaburg Community Schools 107
Caledonia Community Schools .-+ 580 Carson City-Crystal Area Schools - 106
Mt. Morris Consolidated Schools 533 Dearborn City School District 105
Grandville Public Schools - 522 Harbor Springs School District - 102
Spring Lake Public Schools _ - 466 Lakeview Community Schools {Montcalm) 102
Livonia Public Schools : 451 Muskegon Heights School District 99
Godfrey-Lee Public Schools : 434 Bedford Public Schools 94
Clio Area School District 434 Mason Consolidated Schools (Monroe) 87
Kenowa Hilis Public Schools 431 Rochester Community School District - 83
Lowell Area Schools 428 Atherton Community Schools 81
Rockford Public Schools an Charlevoix Public Schools 80
Comstock Park Public Schools 422 Portland Public School District 77
Kentwood Public Schools 392 Bellaire Public Schools 69
Bloomfield Hills School District 387 Lake Orion Community Schools 69
Sparta Area Schools 357 Montabella Community Schools 66
North Muskegon Public Schools 351 © Trenton Public Schools 65
Grand Blanc Community Schools 342 Hart Public School District 64
‘Coopersville Area Public School District 327 Beecher Community School District 60
Northville Public Schools 318 Alpena Public Schools 58
Cedar Springs Public Schools 291 Bentley Community Schools 56
‘East Grand Rapids Public Schools 290 Westwood Heights Schools 54
“Carman-Ainsworth Comm. Schools 288 Nottawa Community School 52
Muskegon City School District 269 Summerfield School District 45
Ida Public School District ' 265 Excelsior Township 5/D #1 40
lonia Public Schools 253 Novi Community School District 37
Grant Public School District 243 Pellston Public Scheols 37
Byron Center Public Schools 236 Berlin Township S/D #3 26
Comstock Public Schools 235 New Haven Community Schools 26
Greenville Public Schools 225 Katamazoo Public School District 21
Kearsley Community Schoals 221 Grosse Pointe Public Schools 17
' Holland City School District - 208 Frankenmuth School District 16
| District of the City of Birmingham 198 Freeland Community School District 16
Central Montcalm Public Schools 196 Dexter Community School District 15
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Centrevifie Public Schools SRR - 191 Oakridge Public Schools 14
Flint City School District 186 Chelsea School District 12
Altendale Public School District : 175 Grant Township S/D #2 5
‘Kent City Community Schools ‘ ' 167 Easton Township §/D.#6 3
Saranac Community Schools - 159 lonia Township 5/D #2 2
Coldwater Community Schools 148 Vanderbilt Area Schools 1

 Table 8: Many LEAs introduce chioice at lower elementary levels, Over the [ast 8 years, however, as these students progress,
fairly proportional volumes of School of Choice students are distributed across ali grades.

LEA School of Choice Enrollment by Grade
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Table 9: Some have claimed that students in certain districts are "trapped" on account of a lack of choice, but the data does
not support that conclusion in DPS' case, 39% of alf DPS eligihle K-12 students enrolied across 182 different LEAs and PSAs in
2010, up 64% from 2002 Jevels. 50 additional LEAs and PSAs now serve DPS resident students in comparison to 2002.

2002 196,621 163,702 32,919 132 16.7%

2010 138,952 84,742 54,210 182 39.0%
Change -29.3%. -48.2% 64.7% 37.9% 133.0%

Tahle 10: Among LEAs participating on School of Choice programs, the data suggests that the higher the number of incoming
school of choice students the higher the ratio of students to teacher, suggesting larger class sizes and/or reduced cotrse
options.
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Table 11: Standardized test results consistently scale to student saciceconomic status, including the 2010 Sth grade MEAP.
This chart sorted the schools’ Free and Reduced Lunch Enrollment percentage and compared it to percentage of g" graders
deemed “Not Proficient” on the MEAP, ' '

State of Michigan 9th Grade MEAP Non-Proficiency
Trended by Free and Reduced Ltunch Enrollment
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Table 12: Considering Michigan's dramatic increase in economically distressed families resulting from the Great Recession,
ensuing effect on standardized test results is highly likely. Concerns regarding the state’s “poor return on investment,” if
judged only by standardized test results, must comprehend this reality. Despite a student population 9.2% below 2003 levels,
state LEAs and PSAs serve 19.7% more FRLE students. '

2003 1,704,141 " 587,895 34.5%
2010 - | 1,560,165 731,823 46.9%
% Change -9.2% o 19.7% 26.5%

Table 13: In further reference to poor return on education investment, NCLB and AYP are oft cited statistics. Just over 700
Ml schools did not make AYP. Since som_e_schools had muitiple reasons, there were 1,300 instances of AYP failure. Among
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LEAs the leading instance of failure to make AYP is test resuits among the students with disabilities subgroup. As the ensuing
chart indicates, LEAs serve a significantly larger proportion of this student population.

Subgroup distribution for AYP failure  wwhie
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Table 14: As choice options expand, particularly among PSAs, the specuai naeds community must continue to be served. PSAs
serve 32% fewer students with special needs. As noted sbove. These students are the leading source of AYP failure among
LEAs. Continuation of this trend Is unfavorable to the special needs families of Michigan, particularly if student choice is
mandated. Furthes, If NCLB/AYP will serve as the basis for taxpayer return, this disparity must be acknowledged.

Percentage of Special Education Enroliment

ISD LEA - ' PSA

& Special Ed Enrollment B General Ed. Enrollment

August 31, 2011




An Analysis for Policy Consideration Regarding Legislation for Mandatory School Choice
Participation for State of Michigan Local Education Authorities

Table 15: Choice undoubtedly serves the needs and interest of the individual student, an admirahle goal. Howevaer, in
Proposal A as the funding follows the student, the aftermath of significant student ioss can devastate budgets. DPS has been
particularly hard hit and infamously has a operating deficit in excess of $300M. Many other urban districts are on the same
path. Five of these twenty districts are in a deficit position,

Top 20 Michigan School District most adversely ajj‘ebted by greater student outflow than inflow on
account of School of Choice and Charter School Choice in Fall 2010

' Disti‘i_ct Name - - Fall 2010‘ . Fall2010 - Fall 2010 Estimated $
' S Inbound . “Outbound Choice based  Effect {at $7k
Choice based = - Choice based  Student Delta per pupil)
: Students. . - Students '

Detroit City School District* 1,152 ' 54,211 (53,059) ($371,411,740)
Grand Rapids Public Schools 1,447 SN 8,221 {6,774) {547,418,420)
Flint City School District o 195 6,901 (6,706)  {$46,940,320)
Pontiac City School District* 93 5,247 {5,153)  ($36,071,350)
Lansing Public School District 408 4,611 {4,203} {5$29,419,110)
Benton Harbor Area Schools* L9 L 2,855 - (2,845)  {$19,916,610)
Taylor School District 247 3,035 (2,788)  {$19,516,140)
Jackson Public Schools o T34 B 2,931 {2,587} {$18,108,230)
East Detroit Public Schools* 93 2,609 {2,516} ($17,612,630)
Sagin'aw City School District . 1,042 3,550 {2,507} - {517,551,100)
Dearborn City School District 123 2,451 (2,328)  {516,295,230)
Battle Creek Public Schools . 347 2,449 {(2,302) (814,715,260}
Southfield Public School District 356 2,385 (2,029) (514,201,110}
‘Kentwood Public Schools . 392 2,134 {1,742) " (512,192,390}
Lincoln Park Public Schools 331 2,062 (1,730} {$12,113,290)
Bay City School District R 381 1,921 (1,540)  {$10,783,150)
Hamtramck Public Schools* 380 1,886 {1,507} {$10,546,060)
' West Ottawa Public Schools = 201 1,622 (1,421)  {$9,946,860)
Port Huron Area School District 106 1,505 {1,399} {59,790,270)
Plymouth-Canton Schools 84 1,444 {1,360} ($9,521,850)

" *indicates the district is in deficit.
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Table 16: PSA enroliment has exploded and these LEAs and PSAs have yielded the greatest financial benefit from School of
Choice programs. Four LEAs make this list. Notably the largest LEA benefactor, West Bloomfield School District, has
experienced significant financial hardship despite the large influx of schoal of choice students.

Top 20 Michigan School Districts, Public School Academies, or ISD’s benefitting by greater student inflow
than outflow on account of School of Choice and Charter School Choice in Fall 2010

District Name -~ Fall2010 Fall 2010 Fall 2010 Estimated $
- R - Inbound Outbound Choice based Effect (at
Choice based  Choice based  Student Delta $7kper

c e Students .. Students pupil)

Chandler Park Academy 2,309 _ 2,309 516,163,000

Cesar Chavez Academy - S 2142 © 12,142 $14,994,000

Oid Redford Academy 1,978 - 1,978 $13,846,350
Detroit Academy of Arts and © .. 1,868 : 1,868  $13,076,000

Sciences - ' - : P ' o

University Preparatory Academy 1,711 1,711 $11,977,000

West Bloomfield School District 1,913 220 11,694 $11,856,950

Summit Academy North - 1,660 . 1,660  $11,622,520

Hazel Park City School District : 2019 406 1,613 $11,290,160

Macomb 1SD _ 1,590 : 1,590  $11,130,770

Bradford Academy o 1,535 . - 1,535, 510,745,000

Pontiac Academy for Excellence 1,375 _ 1,375  $9,624,790
Star International Academy 1,315 . 1,315 $9,205,000

. Advanced Technology Academy 1,247 ' ' 1,247 $8,729,000

Plymouth Educational Center - 1,245 . ' 1,245 $8,715,000

* Marvin L. Winans Academy of 1,238 1,238 58,666,000

Perform Arts .

International Academy of Flint. 1,206 1,206 $8,442,000
Berkley School District : 1,332 142 1,190  $8,332,590
‘Grand Traverse Academy . 1,162, 11,162 . $8,135,190

Edison Public School Academy 1,142 1,142 57,994,000

Ferndale Public Schools 1,806 667 1,140 $7,978,110
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